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THE  UNITED  ST^J'ES  OF  iillEBICA 


SWGSUI  DEPOiSlTlOU 


MEKINO* 


Deponent  t 


Having  first  duly  sworn  an  orth  as  on  attached  sheet  and  In  aocordanoe 

with  the  procedure  followed  in  ray  country  I  hereby  depose  as  follows. 

Affidavit 

MA1Q[NA«  ^buaki»  make  oath  and  say  as  followst 
1,  I  am  in  my  eighty-sixth  year,  I  am  Count  and  holder  of  the  First  Claes 
Order  of  Baulownia  and  senior  grade  of  the  second  class  court  rank. 

The  frincipal  posts  of  ny  official  career  weroi 

After  being  accredited  to  Italy  and  Austria  conjointly  with  Swltaorland 

as  IftniatoTt  I  who  appointed  M.nietcr  of  Education  in  I906  a  ft*ivy  Councillor 
in  1909*  Mlsiiatox*  of  Agriculture  and  Oomnorco  in  1914  Minister  of  Foreign 
Affairs  in  I913.  lb  I9I9.  I  wns  appointed  Delorpte  to  the  Peris  Peace  Con- 
foronco.  representing  Japan.  I  was  appointed  Minister  of  the  Imperial 


Household  in  February,  I92I.  In  Morch,  1925  "hen  I  resigned  os  Unistor  of 
tho  Inporiel  Household,  I  was  appointed  Lord  Roepor  of  the  Brivy  Seal.  IN 
April,  tho  seme  year,  I  was  created  Count  in  recognition  of  ny  sorvicoo.  On 
Docoraber  26,  1935  v/hen  I  roslgnod  as  Lord  Keeper  of  tho  Privy  Seal,  owing 
to  ill  health,  I  vxos  accorded  the  honorable  treatment  due  to  the  Lord  Keeper 
of  tho  Privy  Seal.  In  January,  I936,  I  wos  appointed  Economic  Advisor  to 
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the  Impori'’.!  F.-vaily,  which  post  I  still  hold. 

2.  Tho  post  of  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Senl  (Nr.idaijin) 

wns  set  enrly  in  the  Meiji  ern  for  the  purpose  of  investing 

tho  Icito  Prince  S;>NJO.  Sonetomi  with  a  court  office.  It  hnd 
i"ts  inception,  therefore,  in  the  creation  of  a  court  office 
for  tho  sake  of  an  eminent  retiring  court  noble.  Tho  statute 
governing  the  organisation  of  tho  office  of  Lord  Keeper  of 
the  Privy  Seal  stipulated  that  tho  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy 

Seal  take  custody  of  the  Privy  Seal  and  tho  State  Seal  and 

offer  Jo.11  hohitsu  (constant  advice)  to  the  Emperor.  The 
statute  was  in  force  till  the  office  of  the  Lord  Keeper  of 
the  Privy  Seal  was  abolished  following  the  termination  of 
the  war.  It  is  true  that  the  office  of  Lord  Keeper  of  the 
Privy  Seal  took  charge  of  affixing  the  Privy  Seal  and  tho 
State  Senl  to  documents  under  legal  provisions,  but  it  was 
nothing  more  or  less  than  a  formality  to  mark  as  original 
copies  Imperil  1  Rescripts  and  legislations  v/hich  had  / 
already  been  approved  bv  other  machineries  of  the  state.  It 
was  entirely  a  formalistic  act.  In  affixing  tho  Privy  Seal 
or  the  State  Seal  to  docxunents,  the  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy 


Senl  legally  had  no 
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authority  or  duty  to  examine  their  contents.  And  as  a  matter 
of  faotf  there  was  no  case  of  such  examination  done,  still  less 
the  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal'd  refusal  to  affix,  the  Frlvy 
Seal  or  the  State  Seal  to  documents.  Therefore,  the  Lord 
Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal  was  not  expected  to  assumeaany  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  the  Imperial  Rescripts  or  legislations  to 
which  he  affixed  the  Privy  Seal  or  the  State  Seal.  During  . 

mv  tenure  of  office  as  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal,  I  dis¬ 
charged  my  official  duty  In  accordance  with  this  guiding  c 
principle • 

S,  The  Lord -Keeper  of  the  ‘rlvy  Sea]  was  called  upon  to  offer 
Aon  hohltsu  or  advice  to  the  "fmpercr  on  His  Majesty's  command^ 
In  the  conduct  of  State  affairs  In  general,  however,  the  Con- 

«#V  IV 

stltutlon  fold).  Article  55  provides  that  all  Ministers  of 
State  shall  advise  the  Emperor;  In  matters  pertaining. to  the 
High  Command  or  the  fighting  services,  the  regulations  pertain¬ 
ing  to  the  Army  General  Staff  and  the  ^«avy  General  Staff 
stl.pulate  that  the  Chiefs  of  Staff  of  the  Army  and  Navy  of 

the  fighting  services  shall  have  direct  access  to  the  Throne 

% 

and  offer  advice  to  His  Majesty;  and  In  tho  conduct  of  Imperial 
Court  affaire,  the  organization  of  the  Imperial  H ousehold 
Department  provides  that  the  Minister  of  tho  Imperial  House¬ 
hold  advise  the  T?mperor.  The  Lord  Keeper -of  the  Privy  Seal 
was  not  in  a  position  to  offrr  advice  to  the  vmpr-ror  on  those 
affarlrs*  As  a  matter  of  fact,  during  my  eleven-year  tenure 
Pt  office  as  Lord  Keeper  of  the  fvlvy  Seal,  I  never  went  beyond 
this  limit  In  offering  advice  to  His  Majesty.  If  the  Emperor 


PURL:  http://www.legal-tools.org/doc/acf649/ 


Def.  Doo.  #8247 


adk^d  the  Lord  Ke«per  of  the  ^rlvy  Seal  for  hla  advice  on  any 
state  matters  and  the  trord  Keeper  of  the  ^rlvy  Seal  In  obliged 
to  give  his  prlvaterp^inimi  but  it  is  tuiderstood  that  it  is 
fio  OOneem  of  actual  affairs.  It  is  part  of  the  Cord  Keeper 
duties  to  relate  to  the  Wmperor  any  information  the  Lord  Keepevp 
may  receive  with  respect  to  public  affairs.  Inasmuch  as  Varquis 
KILO  who  was  Chief  Secretary  to  me  when  I  was  Lonl  Keeper  of 
the  Privy  Seal  was  fully  acquainted  with  my  way  of  offering 
■ioli  hohitau  or  advice  to  the  Fmperor,  it  is  my  firm  belief, 
on  information  I  have  received,  that  he  strictly  observed  this  • 
limit  in  offering  advice  to  the  Tmperor  during  his  tenure  of 
office  as  Lord  Keeper  of  the  ^wivy  Seal* 

4/  It  was  the  late  Prince  SAIOITJI  who  rendered  the  most  sub> 
stantial  services  in  educating  the  present  Pteperor.  Prince 
SAIONJI  thought  it  most  impertant  for  the  ihnperor  to  guard 
his  position  as  donstituAional  monarch  sealously.  In  pursuance 
of  this  principle  he  guided  the  ^peror,  vigilantly  gurding 
against  any  responsibility  being  shifted  on  to  the  ^mp-ror 

for  political  action  taken  by  the  Oovemment.  I  pursued  the 
same  principle  as  the  Prince.  And  it  has  been  the  policy, 
steadfastly  followed  by  the  Imperial  family  since  the  ^peror 
WBIJI.  The  present  »mperor  has  never  rejected  a  petition, 
filed  by  the  aovemment  authorities*  And  on  the  strength 
pf  my  15  year  service  close  to  the  Throne,  t  positively 
believe  that  the  present  Kmperor  has  never  followed  political 
views  offered  by  those  other  than  the  •ovemment  authorities. 
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And  on  thc'  strength  of  my  16  years  sorvlce  oio8GtbotWi07]Thron^, 

I  positively  believe  that  the  pres*jnt  v*mperof  has  n'ver  followed 

political  views  offered  bj  those  other  than  the  Oovcmmont 
authorities.  Cn  August  10,  1945,  when  I  proceeded  to  the 

Imperial  Palace  to  have  an  audiende  with  the  vjjnperor,  T  met 
Marquis  KIDO.  On  that  occasion,  I  obtained  a  full  impression 
'that  the  Marquis  was  doing  his  best  to  zealously  guard  the 
'(hnperor's  positlon-^s  oonstltvitlonal  mona  In  .accordance  with 
the  old  tradition  of  the  Imperial  court. 

5.  A  clear  demarcation  has  been  drawn  between  the  Imperial 
Court  and  the  Government  since  the  Meljl  pestoratlon  of  1868. 

There  would  be  »o  distinction  between  the  Imperial  Court  and 
the  Government  should  a  court  official  close  to* the  Throne  take 
an  active  part  In  politics  or  should  a  high  Gov*‘mm'>nt -official 
wield  a  powerful  Influence  In  court  circles,  when  the  late 
Prince  ITO,  HIROBtJMI,  then  Irlrro  Minister,,  concurrently-assumed 
thc  post  of  Minister  of  the  Imperial  Household  in  order  ta 
reform  the  Injperlal  court  which  till  then,  followed -the  Kyoto 
tradition,  and  again  when  the  late  *rlnoe  KATSFPA, ‘Taro,  .then 
lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal  accepted  the  Imperial  command  to 
form  a  succeeding  Cabinet  In  1910,  they  came  In  for  hurricane's 
of  popular  denunciations .  During  my  tenure  of  office  as  Lord 
Kaeper  of  the  ^rivy  Seal,,!  paid  special  attention  to  observe 
a  clear  demarcation  between  the  court  and  the  Government. 
Needless  to  say  that  no  less  close  attention  was  paid  to  this 
point  by  Marquis  KIDO  under  roe  during  his  tenure  of  office 

-  5  - 
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Chief  Sftovetary  to  the  . 

QS  Chief  Secretary  to  tho  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal. 

6*  Affairs  of  State  were  not  covered  by  hohltan  or 

advice,  offired  by  the  Lord  Keeper  of  the  ^’rivy  Seal  to  the 

T^peror,  aa  already  pointed  out.  At  a  political  change, 

however.  It  became  a  custom  for  the  Emperor  to  ask  thp  Lord 

Keeper  of  the  Pvlvy  Seal  about  a  succeeding  Prime  Minister. 

On  the  part  of  the  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal,  .t  v...  • 

it  was  also  customary  for  him  to  reply  to  Kis  Majesty  that 

It  would  be  proper  to  seek  the  views  of  the  Oenro  or  ^Ider 

Statesmen.  This  reply  to  the  Throne  was  nothing  but  a  formal 

one.  In  pursuance  of  his  peply  the  Fmperor  would  send  the 

prand  Chamberlain  to  the  Flder  Statesmen  in  order  to  seek  their 

views  on  the  succeeding  Prime  Minister. 

Later  Prince  SAIONJI  became  the  only  surviving  Genro  or 

Wider  Statesman,  and  when  he  advanced  In  age,  he  sought  the 

views  of  the  Senior  Statesman  (juahin)  (former  Prime  Ministers) 

for  information  and  recommended  the  succeeding  Prime  Minister 

after  taking  Into  consideration  tholr  views.  For  Inttance , 

when  tho  SAITO  Cabinet;  resigned.  Prince  SAIONJI  on  Imperial 

sanction  called  u  meeting  of  the  ex-premiers.  President  of  the 
pPlvv  council,  the  retiring  Prime  Minister  and  the  Lord  Keeper 
of  the  Privy  Seal  and  sought  their  views,  after  which  the  Prince 
recommended  Admiral  0XA2A  to  the  Throne  aa  succeeding  Prime 

Minister  on  his  own  responsibility. 

6  - 
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It  la  clear  that  aeloction  of  a  succeeding  Prlm‘<  vinlater 
haa  never  been  done  by  on  Individual's  private  opinion,  but  has 
been  traditionally  wade  on  the  basis  of  coordinated  views  of 
eevcral  wider  Statoswan  or  ’’•Ider  Statesmen  and  Senior  Statemnen 
After  the  death  of  Prince  SAIONJI,  the  only  surviving  Genro  or 
^Ider  Statesman,  the  Dord  Krrper  of  the  Privy  Seal  was  called  up 
upon  to-roeoimm>iad*.n’oacoebdlnp- Primo^'Mlnifttercto’ tho  Thoone, 

True  to  tradition,  however,  the  Lord  K'^eper  of  the  Privy  Seal 
under  Imperial  command  sought  the  views  of  the  Senior  Statesmen, 
after  which  It  was  customary  for  him  to  recommend  a  suitable 
person  to’ the  Throne  as  succeeding  Prime  Minister  on  the  basis 
of  their  views. 

During  my  11-y^ar  tenure  of  office  and  also  during  Marquic 
KIDO's  tenure  of  office  as  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  S*:al,  s 
selection  of  succeeding  Prime  Ministers  was  done  thro’jgh  the 
above-mentioned  pbooesses  then  ''bserved  and  submitted  to  the 
Throne,  under  no  olfcrjmstnncea  was  a  succeeding  Prime  Minister 
selected  oh  the  basis  of  the  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal's 
private  view. 

7,  Nothing  would  be  a  grosser  mistake  than  to  think  thot  the 
lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal  must  have  curried  favor  with  the 
military  on  the  alleged  ground  that  the  Prime  Minister,  recom¬ 
mended  to  the  Throne  by  the  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal  con¬ 
tained  a  high  percentage  of  soTn^lcemen.  It  was  at  first  legaly 
provided  that  the  Minister  of  War  be  chosen  from  among  Generals 
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in  active  service,  but  the  provision  In  question  was  revised 
under  the  YAMAMOTO  Cabinet  so  as  to  make  those  on  the  retired 


list  eligible  for  the  protfollo  of  War.  TTnder  the  HIROTA  Cabinet 

\ 

in  1936,  however,  the  revision  was  repealed  and  the  old  prcvlsloi^ 
was  revived  at  the  Instance  of  General  T^RAUCHI,  Hisalchl,  then 


.Minister  of  War,  so  that  It  was  stipulated  afresh  that  the  Vlnist 
ojT  WiT  be  chosen  from  among  the  Generals  and  Lieutenant-Generals 
In  active  service.  This  method  paved  the  way  for  the  military 
to  effect  a  polltlaal  Intervention.  T„  case  the  so-called  Three 
Big  Heads  of  the  Army,  that  Is,  the  Chief  of  Staff  of  the  Army, 
Inspector-General  of  Military  education  and  Minister  of  War 
Jointly  refused  to  recommend  a  succeeding  War  Minister,  It  w?uld 
disable  the  Prime  Minister  designate  to  form  a  succeeding  Cabinet 
though  ho  was  commanded  by  the  Fmperor  to  form  a  new  Cabinet. 

Fof  he  could  not  choose  the  candidate  from  among  the  Generals 
on  the  retlered  list  while  a  Cabinet  In  formation  r  equired  the 
aoquiesoenoe  of  the  Army  by  custom.  In  the  second  SAICNJI 
Cabinet  when  I  was  Minister  of  Agriculture  and  Commerce,'  the 
then  winistcr  of  War  WYFHARA  resigned  when  he  could  not  ged  the 
assent  of  the  Cabinet  to  his  proposed  Increase  of  two  new 
divisions.  SAICWJI  went  to  YAMAOATA  adklng  his  help  to  suggest 
UYVhaRA*s  successor.  The  latter's  reply  was  that  he  could  not, 
mder  the  circvunstances ,  render  useful  advice.  SAICW7I  saw  that 
further  effort  was  of  no  avail,  so  he  resigned.  As  another 
example  General  UOAKI  was  commanded  by  the  vmpArcr  to  form  a 
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new  Cabinet  and  this  proved  abortive  because  of  his  Inability 
to  obtain  a  War  Minister  of  his  own  choice  .  The  first  Important 
condition,  therefore,  for  selection  of  a  succeeding  Prliie  Mlnistej 
was  that  the  candidate  In  question  wovild  be  able  to  obtain  a 
War  Minister  without  difficulty.  Hence  a  high  percentage  of 

I 

Prime  Ministers  selected  and  recommended  were  service  men. 

8.  It  was  on  October  28,  1930  that  Marquis  KIDO'was  appointed  » 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal,  which  post  • 
I  was  holding.  His  appointment  was  done  through  the  Intermadlary 
of  Prince  KO^IO^H^.  Prior  to  his  appointment  as  Chief  Secretary 
to  the  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal,  Marquis  KIDO  was  a  division? 
al  chief  of  the  Ministry  of.  Commerce  and  Industyy,  Marquis  KTDO 

« 

assisted  me  as  Chief  Seefetary  till  December  26,  1935  when  I 

resigned  as  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal,  when  Prince  FONCyw 

recommended  Marquis  KIDO  to  me  as  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 

Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal,  I  drew  his  attention  to  the  fact  that 

a  comparably  yo\ing  man  would  be  hardly  suitable  for  the  post 

of  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal  which 

was  a  sinecure  without  any  routine  duty  to  attend  to  and  that 

the  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal  must 

be  fair  and  impartial  without  any  political  coloring.  Prince 

KONOY*?  assured  me  that  Marquis  KIDO  had  no  polltltaailleanlng 

and  would  be  best  qualified  for  the  post,  so  that  I  chose  the 

Marquis  as  Chief  Se»-retary.  I  was  highly  satisfied  that  d\irlng 
% 

my  tenure  of  office  as  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal,  all 
Informations  gathered  by  Marquis  KIDO  as  Chief  Secretary  were 
Invariably  Impartial  and  neutral,  not  being  partial  to  the  rr  t 
military  or  any  particular  political  organization.  " 
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V..  Olio  Bircngun  or  my  observations  of  “arquls  KIDO,  made 
In  my  dally  contact  with  him  as  Chief  Secretary  to  the  Lord 
Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal  for  five  years,  the  Marquis  was  Clear- 
Headed  well-developed  In  common  sense,  versed  In  the  law  and 
had  no  meen  order,  of  business  abilities.  Ideologically  hh: 
b.llevea  In  rationalism  and  Ubarall.m;  politically,  he  rcapeoted 
oonatltutlonal  govemmant,  hla  Idaal  being  a  Party  Cabinet,  baaed 
on  a  aound  party  ayatem.  It  la  not  the  truth  that  he  colluded 

with  the  gumbatsu  or  military  clique  of  unheld  militarism  and 
aggression. 

10.  I  myself  was  regg^^ed  with  hostility  by  the  military  and 

i 

extreme  nationalists  as  pro-Brltlsh  and  pro-feerlcan  pacifist 
and  advocate  of  the  status  quo  with  the  result  that  the  rightists 
of  servicemen  and  civilians  attempted  to  aesnsslnate  me  no  less 
than  four  times.  The  first  abortive  attempt  at  my  assasalnatlo. 
was  made  by  the  Ketsu-mildan  (Blood  Protherhood)  In  March,  1952 
when  naval  men  and  civilians,  opposed  to  the  London  Naval  Treaty, 
rose  In  arms.  The  second  attemnt  was  nn  kov  1^  iato 
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wtien  tne  fooruary  uetn  incident  broke  out.  >A  party  of 
young  Army  officer  at  the  head  of  their  wan  rorae  In  rebellion 
In  attempts  to  overthrow  the  Influences  already  -  in  existence, 
stimulated  by  opposition  to  the  Londcr.  l^aval  Treaty  and  advocacy 
vigore.ous  action  for  settlement  of  the  Manohtirlan  Incident . 

A  squad  of  them  attacked  a  hotel  at  YUOAWA»?A  where  I  was  ataylr 
and  showered  machine  gun  bullets  upon  It.  Portxmately,  however, 
I  had  a  narrow  escape . 

Abortive  as  those  attempts  at  my  assassination  were,  they 
were  all  made  during  my  tenure  of  office  as  Lord  Keeper  of  the 
Privy  Seal,  and  after  which  ^rlm  fact  shows  In  no  equivocal 
terms  that  the  recalcitrant  elements  vigilantly  watched  for  an 
opportunity  to  get  rid  of  the  Inciimbent  of  the  post  of  Lord 
Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal  as  unlsanoe ,  Later,  when  Marquis  FIDO 
assumed  the  post  of  Lord  Keeper  of  the  ^'rlvy  Seal,  rightists  fr 
groups  attempted  to  assassinate  him  on  occasions  more  than  once. 

In  referring  to  my  personal  affairs.  In  this  affidavit  I 
was  prompted  by  the  desire  to  clarify  the  traditional  policy 
of  the  Lord  Keeper  of  the  Privy  Seal  on  the  one  hand  and  on  the 
othfr  to  show  what  atmosphere  prevailed  In  Imperial  court  circ]-' 
since  the  day  of  the  i?mperor  Melji,  builder  of  modern  Japan. 


L 
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